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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Office has required restriction in the present application as follows: 

Group I, Claims 1 and 2 drawn to a method for treating an autoimmune disease 
comprising administering an RBAp48 suppressor or inhibitor. 

Group II, Claims 3, 4, and 9 drawn to screening methods for a therapeutic agent for 
autoimmune disease or an apoptosis inhibitor comprising determining the RBAp48 
production suppressing or inhibitor effect of a sample. 

Group III, Claims 5 and 6 drawn to a diagnostic agent or kit containing a reagent for 
measuring RBAp48 levels; and 

Group IV, Claims 7 and 8 drawn to a diagnostic method comprising determining the 
RBAp48 levels in gland tissue. 

Applicants elect with traverse Group III, Claims 5 and 6 drawn to a diagnostic agent 
or kit containing a reagent for measuring RB Ap48 levels. 

The Examiner contends that Groups I, II and IV are unrelated methods in that the 
method of Group I requires treating a patient and the method step of administering an 
RBAp48 suppressor. Group II requires a sample and a method step for determining this 
RBAp48 suppressor effect of said sample. Furthermore, Group IV requires a gland tissue 
sample and the method step of determining the level of RBAp48. In addition, Groups III and 
IV are related as product and process of use and are distinct because the kit comprising the 
reagent for measuring the RBAp48 levels could be used to purify or recombinantly express 
the RBAp48 protein. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the restriction requirement on the grounds that no 
adequate reasons or examples have been provided to support a conclusion of patentable 
distinctness between the identified groups or shown that a burden exists in searching all of 
the claims. Invention Groups I, II and IV are related methods in that they all treat, screen or 
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diagnose the same autoimmune disease, namely Jorgen's syndrome. Since these groups are 
related to this extent the restriction between these three groups is improper and should be 
withdrawn. Furthermore, the Examiner's contention that the kit of Group III could be used 
for other purposes such as purifying or recombinantly expressing the RBAp48 protein, has 
been shown by any documentation or articles. Hence, the restriction between Groups III and 
IV is improper and should be withdrawn. 

Applicants respectfully request that upon the allowance of a claim to the diagnostic 
agent or kit of Group III that the Examiner rejoin the process of use claims of this kit of 
invention Group IV in accordance with the provisions of M.P.E.P. § 821.04. 

Moreover, the M.P.E.P. § 803 states as follows: 



Applicants respectfully submit that a search of all of the claims would not impose a 
serious burden on the Office. 

Accordingly and for the reasons presented above Applicants submit that the Office 
failed to meet the burden necessary in order to sustain the restriction requirement. 
Withdrawal of the restriction requirement is respectfully requested. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the above-identified application is now in 
condition for examination on the merits and early notice of such action is earnestly solicited. 



If the search and examination of an entire application 
can be made without serious burden, the Examiner must 
examine it on its merits even though it includes, claims to 
distinct and independent inventions. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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